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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 1 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 October 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-10 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) D Claim(s) is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)Q Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of DraftspersorVs Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5 ) D Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 
1. The reply filed on 10/12/2005 is not fully responsive to the prior Office Action because 
of the following omission(s) or matter(s): The written response to the Office Action is unclear 
and muddled with editing notes (see attached pages 6-8). See 37 CFR 1.111. Since the above- 
mentioned reply appears to be bona fide, applicant is given ONE (1) MONTH or THIRTY (30) 
DAYS from the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within which to supply the 
omission or correction in order to avoid abandonment. EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD 
MAY BE GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR 1.136(a). 



Conclusion 

2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher R. Magee whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7592. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8: 00 am-5: 30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Korzuch can be reached on (571) 272-7589. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 



Amendment Under 37 C.F.R. § 1.111 
U.S. Appl'n No. 10/727,504 



Docket No. Q78277 



REMARKS 

Claims 1-8 have been examined and rejected. Claims 1-8 have been rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over DE 1 97 53 690 to Tamiya ('Tamiya") in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 4,759,008 to Hirano et al. ("Hirano"). Claims 9-10 are added by this 
Amendment. Accordingly, claims 1-10 are all the claims pending in the present application. For 
at least the following reasons, Applicant respectfully traverses this rejections. 

CLAIM AMENDMENTS 

Claims 1 and 5 have been amended as shown above. Claims 9-10 are added by this 
Amendment. 

REJECTION UNDER 35 U.S.C. 8 103(a) 
THE EXAMIN BR'S POSITION 
1/ is the Examinees position that Tamiya shdw's a reading medium playback devic 
including a recording n/edium accommodation unjt 3, a carriage Chassis 500 having a pickup 56, 
a turntable 55 and a piikup movind means 58, a i/ioving means 57\for moving said carriag^ 



chassis 



accomn lodation unit/to play back thd recording nedium, and a recx>ming medium loadini 



means 



o a position between the recording mediums accommodates in said recording mdaium 



pp. 2-3). The Examiner acknowledges, 
stopper portions" asVecited in claim 



as recited i: \ claim 1 . (Offic&Action at 
howevei, that Tamiya does not teach oi\suggest 
Action at p. 3). 

j\ overcom^ this acknowledged d^ficienty in Tamiya, the ExaiAiner relies on 
which the amino! alleges discloses a stopber 20 for abutting against an\uter circurrjferential 
edge of the r^pordii^g medium loaded by said recording medium loading me^ts where n said 



(Office 



irano, 



6 
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stopper nortions ate located at a position spaced on/from a loadipgcenter line of the recording 
medium accommocrated in said recording medium accomodation libit. (Office Action at p. 3, 
citing Hirano, Fig. ll The Examiner further asserts that 'the stopperlportions are position* 
such that the movement of the pickup 2 is not obstruded by said stopfer 20." (Office Action at 
p. 3). 

Finally, the Ex^niner argues that it would nave been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the arl at the time the invention was made to provide the carriage chasste of Tamiya wit l stopper 
as tauj Jit by Hirano because "one of ordinary skill in the art at the time df the invention would 
have b sen motivated to provide the carriage chaisis of Tamiya with a sto*>er as taught Jby 
Hiranc in order to establish ^predetermined positional relationship with the^hassis " |Office 
Actior 4t pp. 3-4, citing HiranoSrt col. 8, line 6ft to col. 9, line 2). 



TAIkHYA IN/ 
^ACHSELJ 



LNT Ol 



„STOTEA< 
SCTED 



SUGGEST 



To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, it is the Examiner's burden to establish: 

1 . a suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the 
reference or to combine reference teachings; 

2. a reasonable expectation of success; and 

3. that the prior art references teach or suggest all the claim limitations. 
(MPEP 2143). Here, Applicant submits that even if combined as asserted, the cited references 
fail to teach or suggest each limitation of the rejected claims. 

Claim 1 recites a recording medium playback device including^ stopper portion figT^ 
abut&tt against an outer circumferential edge of the recording medium loaded by s(m$ecording 
medium loading meansQ wheichnaiid -stopper portion is provided \n&>& carnage chassis and is 
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located at a position spaced on a loading center line of the recording medium accommodated in ' 

said recording medium accommodation unit * In one non-limiting embodiment described in -^Z~~X~ > 

Applicant's disclosure, stoppers 208 are provided on carriage chassis 200 anji a recording jfer 

medium abuts against the stoppers 208. (Figs. 12A-B; p. 17, lines 23-24). 4irano fails to teach 

or suggest at least this element of claim 1 . 
^ Cor 

Mn Hirano, stopper 20 is provided either on chassis 6 or support member 1 1 . (Figs. 1-2; 
col. 8, lines 52-55). The stopper 20 is provided on the rear surface of the chassis 6 and has a L- 
shape section rX ffig S. 1-3): The stoppe r 2 0ns not in contact with the outer circumference of a 
recording mediunfr butl^oo^^n OTntacUvith the end portion of the rear side of the carriage 
4. (Fi^ 1 ; col. 8, lines 52-55). Thus, Hirano does not teach or suggest /a stopper portion for 
abuttag against an outer circumferential edge of ^recording medium^ as recited in claim 1 . 




Further, Hirano fails to teach o^suggest a^ocordmg ii iuliuiii playback d e v ic e wherein . 
**s«d stopper portion'is ^t^ed in said carriage chassis and is located at a position spaced on a 
loading center line of the recording medium accommodated in ^jjrecording medium 
accommodation unit*as recited in claim 1 . Hirano's carriage 4 is not "a carriage chassis having 
at least a pickup, a turntable and a pickup moving means" as recited in claim 1, but instead is a 
carriage for moving a recording medium and does not include a pickup, a turntable, or ^pickup 
moving means. (Fig. 1). Accordingly, Applicant submits that claim 1 is patentable over the 
cited art for at least this additional reason. 

Applicant respectfully submits that claims 5, 9 and 10 are patentable over the cited art for 
analogous reasons. As claims 2-4 and 5-8 depend from claims 1 and 5, respectively, Applicant 
submits that these claims are patentable over the cited art at least based on this dependency. 
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